United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


10/597,154 


07/13/2006 


Ian Robert Baldwin 


PB60663 


6853 



20462 7590 05/20/2009 

SMITHKLINE BEECHAM CORPORATION 
CORPORATE INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY-US, UW2220 
P. O. BOX 1539 

KING OF PRUSSIA, PA 19406-0939 



EXAMINER 



CHANG, CELIA C 



PAPER NUMBER 



1625 



NOTIFICATION DATE 



DELIVERY MODE 



05/20/2009 ELECTRONIC 

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the 
following e-mail address(es): 

US_cipkop@gsk.com 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



\JI 1 1 Ot? n\* If SJtl OUffffffCff y 


Application No. 

10/597,154 


Applicant(s) 

BALDWIN ET AL. 


Examiner 

Celia Chang 


Art Unit 

1625 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 
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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This application is a 371 of PCT/GB2005/000085. 

A preliminary amendment was filed on July 13, 2006. Claims 26-38 have been 
canceled. 

Claims 1-25 are pending. 

2. Election/Restrictions 

Restriction is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 and 372. 

This application contains the following inventions or groups of inventions which are not 
so linked as to form a single general inventive concept under PCT Rule 13.1. 

In accordance with 37 CFR 1.499, applicant is required, in reply to this action, to elect a 
single invention to which the claims must be restricted. 

I. Claim 14, drawn to piperidinyl indoles i.e. formula I when Z 1 is piperidine, 
classified in class 546, subclass 201+ depending on species election. Generic 
claims 1-11, 13, 15-22 reading on the elected compounds can be prosecuted with 
the elected compounds to the extend of the election. If this group is elected, a 
further election of a single disclosed species is also required. 

II. Claim 12, drawn to nonheterocyclic substituted indoles i.e. formula I when Z 1 is 
phenyl optionally substituted , classified in class 548, subclass various, depending 
on species election. Generic claims 1-11, 15-22 reading on the elected compounds 
can be prosecuted with the elected compounds to the extend of the election. If 
this group is elected, a further election of a single disclosed species is also 
required. 

III. Claims 1-11, 13, 15-22, drawn to remaining compounds of formula I, classified in 
class various, subclass various, depending on species election. If this group is 
elected, a further election of a single disclosed species is also required and further 
restriction depending on the species election would be made. 

IV. Claims 23-25, drawn to method of treating disorder associated with IKK2 activity 
classified in class 514, subclass various, depending on species election. If this 
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group is elected, a further election of a single disclosed disorder and a single 
disclosed compound effective on treating the elected disorder is also require. 

The inventions are independent or distinct, each from the other because: 

Compounds of groups I-III differ in elements, bonding arrangements and chemical 
properties to such an extend that a reference anticipating one group would not render another 
group obvious. The searches for each core of groups I-III are not co-extensive of each other 
(see classification supra) and each patentably distinct core has different utility: i.e. the 
indolylpiperidines are nitric oxide synthetase inhibitors (US 7,375,219); the indolylpiperazines 
are 5HT6 receptor antagonists (US 6,787,535); the nonhetereocyclic substituted indoles are 
GSK-3 inhibitors (US 7,176,231). Groups I-III compounds thus do not share substantial 
structural commonality essential for the disclosed utility. 

Inventions I-III and IV are related as product and process of use. The inventions can be 
shown to be distinct if either or both of the following can be shown: (1) the process for using the 
product as claimed can be practiced with another materially different product or (2) the product 
as claimed can be used in a materially different process of using that product. See MPEP 
§ 806.05(h). In the instant case the method of treating IKK2 activity disorder such as arthritis 
can be practice with drug such as Celebrex. 

Restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper because all these inventions 
listed in this action are independent or distinct for the reasons given above and there would be a 
serious search and examination burden if restriction were not required because one or more of 
the following reasons apply: 

(a) the inventions have acquired a separate status in the art in view of their different 

classification; 

(b) the inventions have acquired a separate status in the art due to their recognized 

divergent subject matter; 

(c) the inventions require a different field of search (for example, searching different 

classes/subclasses or electronic resources, or employing different search queries); 

(d) the prior art applicable to one invention would not likely be applicable to another 

invention; 
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(e) the inventions are likely to raise different non-prior art issues under 35 U.S.C. 101 
and/or 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph. 

Applicant is advised that the reply to this requirement to be complete must include 
(i) an election of a invention to be examined even though the requirement may be traversed (37 
CFR 1.143) and (ii) identification of the claims encompassing the elected invention. 

The election of an invention may be made with or without traverse. To reserve a right to 
petition, the election must be made with traverse. If the reply does not distinctly and specifically 
point out supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election shall be treated as an 
election without traverse. Traversal must be presented at the time of election in order to be 
considered timely. Failure to timely traverse the requirement will result in the loss of right to 
petition under 37 CFR 1 . 144. If claims are added after the election, applicant must indicate 
which of these claims are readable on the elected invention. 

If claims are added after the election, applicant must indicate which of these claims are 
readable upon the elected invention. 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the inventions are not patentably distinct, 
applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the 
inventions to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In either 
instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence 
or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

The examiner has required restriction between product and process claims. Where 
applicant elects claims directed to the product, and a product claim is subsequently found 
allowable, withdrawn process claims that depend from or otherwise include all the limitations of 
the allowable product claim will be rejoined in accordance with the provisions of MPEP § 
821.04. Process claims that depend from or otherwise include all the limitations of the 
patentable product will be entered as a matter of right if the amendment is presented prior to 
final rejection or allowance, whichever is earlier. Amendments submitted after final rejection 
are governed by 37 CFR 1.116; amendments submitted after allowance are governed by 37 CFR 
1.312. 

In the event of rejoinder, the requirement for restriction between the product claims and 
the rejoined process claims will be withdrawn and the rejoined process claims will be fully 
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examined for patentability in accordance with 37 CFR 1 . 1 04. Thus, to be allowable, the 
rejoined claims must meet all criteria for patentability including the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 
101, 102, 103 and 1 12. Until an elected product claim is found allowable, an otherwise proper 
restriction requirement between product claims and process claims may be maintained. 
Withdrawn process claims that are not commensurate in scope with an allowed product claim 
will not be rejoined. See "Guidance on Treatment of Product and Process Claims in light of In re 
Ochiai; In re Brouwer and 35 U.S.C.§ 103(b)," 1 184 O.G. 86 (March 26, 1996). 

Additionally, in order to retain the right to rejoinder in accordance with the above policy, 
applicant is advised that the process claims should be amended during prosecution either to 
maintain dependency on the product claims or to otherwise include all the limitations of the 
product claims. Applicants are reminded of propriety of process of use claims in consideration 
of the "reach-trough "format, which is drawn to mechanistic, receptor binding or enzymatic 
functionality. Reach through claims are considered lacking of descriptive and enabling support 
from the specification. Thus, reioinable process of use claims are those with particular disease 
named with efficacy support from the specification for treating the particular disease. Failure to 
do so may result in a loss of the right to rejoinder. 

Further, note that the prohibition against double patenting rejections of 35 U.S.C. 121 
does not apply where the restriction requirement is withdrawn by the examiner before the patent 
issues. See MPEP § 804.01. Filing of appropriate terminal disclaimer in anticipation of a 
rejoinder may speed prosecution and the process of rejoinder. 

Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected invention, the 
inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .48(b) if one or more of the 
currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim remaining in the 
application. Any amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by a request under 37 CFR 
1.48(b) and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1.17(f). 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Celia Chang, Ph. D. whose telephone number is 571-272-0679. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 8:30 am to 5:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Janet L. Andres, Ph. D., can be reached on 571-272-0867. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



OACS/Chang 
May 13, 2009 



/Celia Chang/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1625 



